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IIIGHLIGHTS

Wdmen comprise 57.1% of the 19784enteringfi;eshman class ag compared
to 20.8% of the class that entered-Catolina in 1966:

Average SAT scores declined from 115 in 1966 to 1063 in 1978.
. .

e,

.;

a

"

Annual income of 13.trents of our entering freshmen rose substantially.
as 47.3% reported yearly incomes of $25,000 or'more in 1978 compared
to.15.6% in 1966.

High sehool grades have improved; in 1978, 64.9% reported average grades
. of' "A" while fe1966, 34% reported such grades.

Frellinen expressing expectations Viat they will be satisfied with UNC-.CH
have declined from 77.3% in 1970, to 72:5%.in 1978.

AttendAnce at church in the year preceeding college entry has increased
: amongour entering freshmen from 67.9% in 1966 to 92.7% in.1978. .
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THIRTEEN YEARS OF CAROLINA FRESHMEN, 1966-1978

tr-

Since.1966 The University of. North Cardlina at Chapel Hill has partici-

pated in th annual survey of.entering freshmen conducted jointly by the

' simerican Gouncil On Education and.the .University.or ealifornia at Los

Angeles through the Cooperative Institutional Researdh,Program (CIRP). Over

the years thek\survby instrument has undereine-considerable modification

and expansion; ye, many individual questions have.remained unchanged and ."*

these form the basis for a'long-term comparison of entering freshmen: peir

backgrounds, their ideas, their plans.
,

4

.In order to keep the quantity -of data manageple, odly sour years--1966,

1970, 1974, 1978--are presentea in this'report.. Data from the remaining nine
, -

years are,available in the &fice of Institutional Research\nd interested par-

,

'ties'ard encouraged to.contact.that office.

,

The purpose of this report is to provide informatibn about changes in-The

University's freshman classes during the thirteen year period cOvered by the

4

CIRP Study. Also, comparisons are maqp between Chapel Hill freshmen and those

at gther universitieS in the United aates. Basic data on The University's

freshman classes, aA furnished by the Office of Undergraduate Admissions,

are presented firstl then, data from the CIRP-study are presented in the following

areas:

a. Sex
b. Age
c. Race
d. Religion
e. Political 6rientation
f. Parents' Educatioft
g. Pgrents'Incoke
h. High School Grades

In selecting questions

i. Educational Plans
j. Probable Career
k. College Finances
1. College Plans
M. Important Objecti es
n. Past Activities
o. Opinions on Social ssues

frowthe surveys:to be presented here, the process

was influenped greatlY by the relatively small nymber of questidns asked in all

5
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four years. Beyond that, thé..seleotion waq based on a desire tO present

interesting rather than totally comprehensivebfindings. Complete results froM

all sur.Veys are available ifl the Office of"Institutiona Research.

Profiles of Carolina Freshmen
0

0

Basic profile dlata on the'entering freshman clasSes.for the four years

covered in this report are shown in Table 1. Same highlights are:

V
a. The change in sex distPibution of entering freshmen." Women

comprised 20,8% of,the 1966 class but 57.1% of.the 1978 class.

b. The growth in enr011ment of minoity students from 4.4% in
1970 to 9.5% in 1978.

c. The decline in average SAIT scores from 1152 in 1966 to 1063 in

i978. This parallels the decline in.national averages from
967 in 1965-66 to 897-/in 1977-78.

d. The increase in percentages of ;students ranking high in their
high schOol classeS'. Although test scores declined, 76.4% of
the 1966 class was in the top quarter of their class as compared
to189.4% of the 1978 class being in the top-fifth of their
graduat.ing high school class. (The change from quarters to Pifths
results from a chanm in format used by the Office of Undergraduate
Admissions.)

e. The generally stable attendance patterns of freshmen from tounties

within North Carolina and from other states. It is-somewhat'interest-
ing that the home county of this University (Orange) dropped
from fifth place, in 1966 to tenth p4ce in,1978.

'f .

Overaji, the first two-changes are the ones to keep in mind whlle reading

the remainder of this- report. One should pe aware that both the sizable
41.

increase in wOmen and the increaselg minority students introduce the

possibility of additional sources of variation (other than the Passage .of time)

/-
into an analysis of the differences in freshmen entering The University.
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TAB4E 1 :FRESHMAN CLASS PROFILE DATA

Enrollment Distributions: 7

i

1966 1970 ,' 1974- ,, 1978
.

---:-.0,-.
Total 2288 2900, 2883, , 36'70114.

. - ---,._.

By Sex #. %
.

# :-. % # "%

1111 N 1811
.

79.2 2052 70.8- 1505
%.

52.1 ,:, 1317 42.9

Women' 477 20.8 291
..,

1382 -47.9 1753 57.1
.,

. .8418'

,r
By Race r

. .

Blie& Not Available 127 4.4 268'. ^9.3 293 9.5

1.411iV
, 2765 95.,3 2589. 89.7 1718 88.5

Other 8 1 :01 1

30 1.0 59 1.9
- ,

By Ilesidency
.

,:

. ,..

. ,-.-

)

:.

...

: In-state 1734 75.8 2496 86.1 2327-- 80,.6 2635 :. -85.8

"Not-in-quota" 134 5.9 195 6.7 . 126,," 4.4 /113 3.7

I. Out-of-sta.ce 420 18.4 209 '-

.. 7.2 434 ... 15.0 332 10.5

....

3

Academic Records:
4111.

-1

1966- 1970

-SAT Scores

Verbal 560 - 546

Math 592. 580

Total 1152 1126

1974 1978

(
511

g 552

1100 1063

High School ..

Rank2 # ..;
#. % it i #

.
..'

.Top fifth .". 1747.- ° 76.4 2169 74.8 2577 89.3 2635 89.4

Second fifth 503 22,0 598 20.6 205
.

Z.1 221 7.5

.-Notes

1 Excludes 13 freshmen readmits.

2
For. 1966 and,1970 ranks shown 'are quartiles.

3 Eicludes 123 freshmen from high schools;not providing raniCs.



Freshman Class Profile Data (cont.)

Place of Residence: P

Noth Carolina Counties (ranked by number Of.freshmen)

. e

4

.

. 1966 1970_--_ p974 ' 1978'
.

.

196 Top Ten #
,

Rank # Rilnic # Rank

- Guilfo.rd

,

Mecklenberg

, Wake

Forsyth

Orange.

Wrham

BunCombi

Cumberl'nd

,New Hanrer

Gaston

Alama

.Cataw a

Tota Counties

Repr sented:

/

150 1 200 2 173

...

136 2 240 1 185 '4

132 3 193, 3 176

102 4
a

154 -

,

4 128
,

.

81 5 , 101 60

73 6 101 5 115 .

53 7 . 65 9 68
.-..

_ -.,

45 8 79 ' 7 . 79

37 9 45 (11):' -34

35 . 1.0 49 10 49

34 (11) '73 8 67

29 (13) 39' '(12) 58

89 96 94

3'

1

2

4

9

5

7

.6

(16)

10

#:

205

,

233

255

172

Ranks
44...444.4441..... 4.

.3. -..

,

.2

1

s-4

58 10

98, 6
.

)
4

64 8

104 5'

4.7 (12)

59
. 9

89

.48 (11)

94'
44,
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, Fresimian Class Profile 'Data (cone.)

Other States,(ranked by number of freshmen)
.

'1966 Top Ten

.

Mirginia

New York

New,Jersey

Georgia

Florida

1

81

67

; 55

40

37.

1966

Pennsylvania 35.-
,

Connecticui

Maryland -'

South,Carolin

Tennesbee

Ohio

28

26

24

13-

Total States.

Re-presentedV 34

Soufce:

4

.1970

I.

Rank #

68

Rank if

79"1
I.

1'

2 46 50

3 29 5'. 42

4 34 / 4 43

29 5 46.

6 .25 8 35 -

7 19 1 0
4 . ;9

8 7 35 3 .50

9 28 7 -36

10 23 9 35

(13).. 14*. 8(11) 17 .

--37

Office of Undergraduate
Classs Entering UNC-CH
enrollment distribution
and Registration.

_ ,

.

Rank

1 43

4

.1078'

gft

.

. Rank_ _---
,

2, 41

2

73

6 37 . 4

-5 45

-4 .37
..

8 21

1

'10 20

2 . 35

? I
18,

a 26

Admissions' Profiles of Freshman
in Fall 1966, 1970, 1974, and'1978;
by,race from the Office of Records

33

1

4

8

1 O.

6

(11)

7

8

4 4
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Carolina Freshmen 1966-1978

6

The information presented in this section is based entirely on the responses

of entering freshmen to.the ACE/CIRP Preshman Norms Surveys. As novery

/2' 'freshman completed the surveys, there are some differences between these data

.and.the freshman profile data presented earlier. Note that the tables.also

show comparative data for freshmen at all universities.

Table 2 shol4s freshman responses' in four areas: sex, age, race, and religious

preference. The change in sex distribution has already been commented upon

for UNC-CH freshmen, and a similar, though less drastic, .change iS

evident among entering freshmeh.at all universities. ComparableXindings: -

for the. race distribution are also evident.

The percentage of entering freshmep who are nineteen years of age or older
.

has been increasing slightly Mr UNC-CH freshmen and for all unlversity

4

freshmen. Nevertheless,, assuming that the "typical" age for a new freshman is
4r.

18, the,findings show that fewer than 1 in.5 of our entering freshmen are older

than the norm.

Religious preference does not show muCh change over the years, but it is

intereSting that the percentage selec ting,"None" i)eaked in 197G which was in

the midStxof'a period of caMpus (ania.societal) turmoil.- The difference in.

religious preference between UNC-CH freshmen and those at other universities
\ .

. ,..
.

,

s

. is also rather interesting, perhaps reflecting regional variatfOn across
.

.

----

the country.

In -Table 3 one sees that the

freshmen has risen over the .-ears
N,

educational level of the parents of our

as'has parentalAncOme. The .tazne holds true

for 'freshmen at other universities, One also notices that UNC-CH freshmen

seem to come from families in which the parents arc better educated and have

higher incomes than'do freshmen at other ilnversities. This is particularly note-

worthy given the general "reputation" of the Sbuth as being somewhat behind
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TABLE 2

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966; 1970,

1974, 1978 (Ex,pressed in percentages)

19 or older

Sex r 1966 1

1970
1974
1978 - '

$ 1966

1970
1974

1978

Race

Black 1966
,

1970

1974 /
$

(
1978

White 1966

1970

1974
_1978

.

Religious Preference

Baptist 1966 m

1970 .

1974
1978

1978

Roman Catholic-

1966
1970
1974

' 1978

-None
_

. 1966
1970
1974
1978

'44

1 4.

7

,-2

. NC-C4

Men. Women Total Nen . Women Total

75.6 24.4 100.0- .58.2
71-.0 .' 29.0 100.0 58-.7

49.5 50.5 . 100.0 53.2
41.2 58.8. 100.0 51.8

18.6 9..9 1.6.5 '17,6 12.3 15.3

18.5 12.8 16.8
.A
15.9 .10.9 13.9

21.9. 16..6 19.1 18.9 13.6 16.5

19.6 17.1 18.1 ' 18.5 ', 13.4 16.0
.

s- die ..

,.

1.0 0.0 0.7 1.4 2.0., 1.6

3.9 6.5 4.7 3.0 4.4 3,6
7.2 7.8 7.5 . 2.7 4.2 3.4
5.4 11.3 9.1. 5.3 7.6 6.4

,

98.1 99.8 '98.5 95.0 - 95.0 9$.0

95,5 93.3 95.1 p5.3 93.7. 94.6
91.5 -... 91.5 91:5 94.9 93.8- 94.3
92.5 87.7 89.7 92.0 '89.7 90.0

.

. %
Question not asked'' .

22.5 21.9 1. 22.4 12,.4 12.2
,

22.9 23.8 23.4 9.4 9.6 . -9.5

26.1 29 28.3 10.6 10.9 10.7
.

Methodist 066 Questiojir not asked .

*

r970 2Q.6 21.4 20'..8 ,11.6 12.0 ,,11.8
20.5 . 22.9 21..7 103' , 11.2- '10..8-

18,6 . 2l.4 ' '20.3 10.5 11.5. 11.0

5.4

7.2

6.5

8.1

11.5 :

10.6
10.8

_ .

7.6 5.9 '._27-.5--- 24.6 . 26.3

7.7 , 7.3 25.3 24.7 25.0
7.5 : .31.4 . 31.7 31.5

9.3 ... 8.9 32..1- 33.4 32.7

..

4.6 7.3 -9.6 6.4 8.2

11:0 11.3 15.0 -. 11.2 . 13.4

7.4 ,9.0 .13.8 10.8 12.4
. . /6.3 8.1 11.5 . 8.2: 9.9

ALL UNIVERSITIES

040

41.8 100.0
41.3 I0Q,a0

46.8. 100.0
48.2 100.0

.

,



TABLE 3 .

CHARA&TERISTICS OF ENTERING 'FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,-

1974, 1978 (Expressed in percentagesY
s .

UNC-CH ALI, UNIVERSITIES

-Women TcktaL Men
A.-----,

WomenITEM .

.

, Men
,

Father's, EdUcat ion

41..4
42.6

High .Schckol. Grad,-

... 1966
...,'1970

1974-." 36.7
.. 1978 33.5

61,1ege Grad
... 2 1966 43.6

1970 47.4
1974 51.3
1978 56.5

,
Mother's Education ,

- . *
High Schoo.1''Grad

1966 56.5
1970 55.0'
1974 '52.3' .-i

\\,1978 . -53.3:

College Cyad

1966 33..3 ,-

1970 . 37.3
1974 38.4 ..

1978" 40.4
.. ..

Paterital ,Income ,
$0-9,999' 1966 -40.4

4115 41:4'
40.4 41.7'
41.5 39.2
36.7 15.4

47.3.- 44.5
'48.7 47.9
48.6 49.9
52.2 54.1_

Total
I

1:*

:, .47.3. ; 47.5 47.4 -.

-,

\
,43.6

45.6 42.6
.43.1 43,4 a

39:5 ' -.38.7 ' 39.3

. z30 4 . 35.2 32.5
.

33..6 4.3:7 40.3
-42.6 43.6 -.-- 43.1

---;- 50.5 50.7 50.6
. , _.....

-
1 - -

7-- \
57.4/ - 56.8
55.8, 55.3
58.5 55.4
54.1 53.8,

35.9 -33.9
37.9. .- 37.5

-35.2 36:7
38.7 39.5

63.7
63.2 ',

62.9 .

60.3

19.3.
. 240.

t 27.3 .

. 32.2
4

64,3
62.6
62.7

' 2214'
27.3
27.5
32.8

20,6
... '

27:3
.32.5-

; .`64.0
62.9
62.9 ".

. .59.7

....
, 31,. 4.

5,

4C . "
A

1

40'.5 ____-40:4 7 49.8 44.9 ",. 47;9 *

.

1970' 21.18_,...----725-.6:-
. ;_ 1,914--------------15-.-8't 14-.4

---------;- -1978 7:0.. 13:5

$10;000 -24,999.- . . ,
.

1966 42.5' , 49.1
1970 55.4 -.57.1
1974 I 53.0 ., 54.8

I1
1 1278 40.6 42,.9'

$25,000- ..

1966 17.0 . 10.6
1970 . 22.9 ,.. 17.3

... 1974. 31.2 30.8, -
-.1978 /---7. 52.3 4713

4.

7 22.9 25.7 _,--24--,5-- is 25.2
-: 15.1 15..4.- 17:6 16:3

10.t., 48.7 40.6 9,6 ,
.. - .

.1'
1

.. .

-44.1 . .41.0 46.0 , .
43.0 -',-.- ,

55.8 .58.7 . 57,6'
53.8 . 9.7 0' 57 . 2 .' 58 . 6

42.0 .6 . 42.9 43.4 . .

A. .

.1.6 . '9.3 9-.1 ., 9.2 ..

-20.4' 15:6 17.5 , 16.6
i 31.1 24.9 ''-25.2 . - 25.1 -

. 47.3 - 47.3 46.5. . 46.9

4 4
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the.rest Of:the nation in the arets'of personal income and educational
.

A .. f
.

attainment. .

er

..The effects ot-inflation are somewhat difficult to measure as one looks

"-at the figures on paren"tal tncome, but onermay be someWhat surprised to,learn

that,nearly'halfPf 0.ur 1978 Treshmen (47.3%) clime from families with incomes

over $25,000. Even'more..surprisingly, better than 1 in 10.(13.7%) come

from familieS with incomes over450,000 (a figure not presented in the table).
V

We should not loSe sight of the fact, however, that ten percent of our,1978

freshmen report'family incbthes of less than,$10,00.O.

One possible implication of the finding that 47.3% report incomes greater

than $25,000 is that, correspondindl.y, 52.7% of our freshmen come. fr?m families

lwith incomes less than $25,000 per year. Under the Ilew Middle ±ncome,S.12dent

Assistance Program passed by Congress last fall, all students with adjusted

family incomes Under $25,000 will be eligible for Basic Grants of at least

$200. Thus:we may find that a majority of our students can be eligible for

federal Student financial assistance.

of-ou s udents already apply for and

(It should be-npted that a large,number

are awarded fedleral student aid.)

Tabie,4:shOws freshman'responses to\questions.about their high school

grades, political Orientations, and highest degree,plans.' Except for a slight
.

.. . .

. . .

, dip in the percentage reporting mostly A grades inm1970, this percentage
.

-

has risen noticeably over the years. The increase for'men has been much more 11

,dramatic than,,that for women, and one wonders if this might be related to the

change in sex' distribution. As fewer men were admitted, the competition
4

increased and only those men with better high school graagS were accepted.
A

Certainly,thete are,other factors involved (such as grad° inflation), but this

ttend toward grade.equalization between entering men and women may be an

unintended benefit of equalizing their educational opportunities.

#

, In looking at paitical orientation, the major finding is the rise-in
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TABLE 4

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 196e, 1970,

-1974, 1978 (Expressed in pèrcentages)

UNC-CH ALL UNIVERSITIES
.

ITEM Men Women Total
.

- %

Hip School Grades
lAmerageY .

.- .

.A . -1966, . 28.0
1970 .',' 25-.6

1974 55.1
/

1978 .- 60.1
,

B _1966 . 57.4
1970 63.3
1974 42.7
19nr--.N 38.5

Political Orientation

4

Liberal ,

1966 28.2
. 1970 47.2

. 1974 35.2 I

1978 26.1
.,-

. ..

&

Conservative

1966 23,8
070-. 18.0

_ 1974- 16.1 ,

1978- 28,5

'Highest Acaaemic
Degree Planned

'Bachelor's

1966 30.3
1970 27.8 4..

1974 25.1
1978 -30.8

a

.

iv

Master's ,

1966 -,24.0
. 1970-
1974-" , -16.8
1978 '20.3

Doctorate o; Professional

1966
1970. 49.0
1974 57.0 4

147R 6.R 14. .

,,,,,,,

r
\

al,
. ':'\

-.

#52.6 N -14.0
52.7 . 33.6-

67.2 -. .41..2
68.3 64.9

.

45.4. 54,6s

46.5 7 , 58.1
32.4 37.5
31.2 ..34.2

24.1 37.2
42.9 45.8
28.0 31.6
25.5 25.7

16.6 22:0
13.4 16.6

,

14.3 15.2
17.4 22.1

50.7 35.3
46.6 33.2

51.9 38.7
44.2 38.6

33.2
31.6'

25.3

12.9'
20.5'

.24.1
943

26,3
24.8

. 20.0
23.2

35.3
40.8
40.3
'17 1

.

/..

Men Women Total
.

4,-.7--,.....-

a

1

r'
.

.
.

17.4 ". 27.7/ 21.7
24.3,,20.3 . 10.1

.

26J3 35.6- 31.0
33.0 ., 42.3 37.6

. .

.

\ 58.2 61.1 59.3\
4-61.7 " 61.3 61.5
58-0

.
57.4 58.0

56.1',., 52.3 54.4

,..

% -

23.8 20.5 \\, -b. 22.4

. 37.9 N., 41:0.
43.2

. .

35.6 32.0

28.7 27.2 1/428.4
..

, 5.
. N

., .

19.9 - 13.5 17.2
1F!'17.8 16.2 17.2.'

16.2 12.5 14.4 '..

21,5 14.2 18.0

- 30.0 51.5 39.0
28.0 ' 46.3 .. 35.6.

32.6 . 43.5 37.7
30.0 j 37.1 33.4

tt

..

31.8 32.3. 32.0 ,

32.2 34.0 33.0
25.2 '' 28.2 26.6
32.9 12.9 32.4" .

30.6, 9.6 21.9
.37.1 ''. 14.5Q- 28.0

37.6 . 22.2 . ,30.4
.14 1 7A. c . 11 7 .
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'liberalism, apd corresponding dip in conservatism in the 197p and 1974o

entering classes. Given the cyrent 8oc1a1/polit4al milie ' one is not
A

atrpried to see a resurgence of conservative leanings in,I 78 in both

UNC-CH freShmen and those at other universities.

Changes in plans fOr earning academic degrees show a umber.of-fluctua-.
*

. "
tions over the years. For Carolina freShmen, 14w overalt totals show little

I

change.but differences between men and women.are rather. interesting. For

men, 1974 was thetyear in which the highest.percentage exp'ressed.plans to .

earn a doctoral or%professional degi'ee (57./0%) and in.which the lowest

percentage expressed an. interest in bachelgr's (25.1%),or master's (16.8%)

dedrees. By. 1978; however, theSe pei.centages h4d returned to'lev s more
, /

closely aligned with the 1966 figures, excel* for-the rise from 42.7% to
/

48..4% in the doctoral/professional cat,orr. For women, tirere has'been

a steady increase since 1966 in the/percentage planning to earn a dooctoral,

or professional degree,(12.9% in ;1966, 29.3% in 1978). Slight decreases

//

in the bachelor's and master's/degrees categories.parallel this trend.

In considering freshmen at all universities, similar findings, particu-
, 1

larly for Women, are evident.' Chapel H4.1l freshmen seemlaore likely to seek

eithen the bachelor's ,c3eg re e r_ a doctoral/professional llel&ree than freshmen

-

at other univetsities among w om a higher percentage express plans for a
3.

master's degree. Possibly th s is influenced by.the fact that UNC7CH offers .

. i.

\\many doctoral and,professional.programs which are
.
\ .

.

, :-%_,7

ti&a, or..it could be ,r9lated fo .the better high sch ol, records of Carolina
...

.available at, all universi
.

. \ ,44. 4 .
I

ee*..
I

*

freshme ,
.!

i

o 54

The.dat'a\in Table 5 sh0,phow freshmen feel'about financing their college
,

-,,..

-,.

,

.

v
expenSes, about thek.r ch f d i t t eances oroppng ou,. ransfrring, or being satisfied

.

.

,

.

, . , ,
with-their college, andabout their future career OccuPations.: The four areas

......: ,

. . ,

of careers were selected beause they were consistentlylisted over all-13

N,
N. ..

5,.;s

.4;7/5

V

-
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TABLE 5

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966; 1970,

1974, 1978 (Expressed in percentages) w-

UNC-CH1 4ALL UNIVERiTIES

ITEM ..: Men Women! Total-,--- Men Women
- ,

. , . 4

Concern About-Finaricing
Coilep Educatibn ,

.- %.
, .,

'

Some or Major

1966 . . 54.9

,

58.3 ...

.
'. 1970 53.4 ,64..1'

'' 1974 54,3 60:4'.
197,8 53.6 .62..7

55.8 0.9

12

''-' Total-
:.

. -,..

.

.

. 63.2 .

66.6'

, 62.7

5,'"1
..

1.7-

.1.2

- i 62.3
.56.5 . 664 . '66.2
57.4' 60.2 .. 65.5
58.9 " 61,5'. 69.1

.chances are,yery Good that Studtrits
Will: (not asked in 1966)

Drop-out of scollege
temporarily .

1970e,--7 0.8

1974 1.0

1978 0.9

Transfer

1.970 1.4
1974 2.8

1978 3.5
.

Be sati.'sfied
i

with college .4

, 0.5
1.1

0.9

4.8
2.8 ''.

3.9
1

'0.7.
1.1

0.9

I.
1.2 1.6

7
1.8

1.1 > 1.3

3.8 ' 7.1 9.7 8.2

2.8 8.3 11.2 9.7-

3.7 6.1 7.1 6:6

,

' . \
v .\. .

,. \

1970
.

75.5 81.8

1974 -. 73.2' 81.4

1978 67.9 75.8.

.Probable Career Occupations

Businessman

1966
, 1970.
1974

/

1978

Doctor (MD or Dps)

21.6
.15.4

13.4

15.2..

A
1966 17.9.

- 1970 15.0

., 1974 ,

1978

24.1
21:1

-

''.

Lawyer 1966 16.0

1970 19.3

16,1.1974

'_. 1978 15.2

Health Profeasions ` -

(Non MAD.) ..

.

1966 7.4
, 1970

1974
4.6
.5.9

.77.3 65.9 .8 4.3
51.4 61.6 . 56.2

72.5 55.8 64.8 60.1
,

. N7,

1.1 16.6- 17.1 3.1 '11.2 N,

2.6 13.5 14.0 2.7

6.5 . , 9.9 :14.1" ' 7.1

. 6.2 9.9 13.8. 7.8

..

.

" 3 4 14.3. ..., 10.3

I\
4. 1 , 13.9 10.5 .

7.5 i' 15.7
.

12.5

.11.4 ' 15.5.
.

10.7

.JIZI. 12.4....: 8.3
-4 '2115 14.4 9.6

'5.3 , 10.6
.

7.9

7.2 10.5

, ,
1#'
,-------

..

,

1'18.2 10.0
12 :9 7.0

-22.5 14.3-

2.5

02.9
5.8
6.3

0.9
1.7.

3.6
5.2

3.5 , 8.6'

31 8.4.

.6..5 16.5
.r. . ...

R

;

1,1":14

4

,9.3

10.8
10.9

-7.0

1.5
'9.3

.\ 8.6

.6.7

11,

.5.7

513
411 .2

i ln e
'

4.

a

0
a.

..:-

r
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years of the survey .and because.comparatively hiØi percentages of.our freshmen,
*

indIZ:ated.-an interest.in them. There are n6 significant findin4s

evident in the, dat on probablist career Occupa ions-, but the percentage of women

expressingan interesV in 41 four 4rtias-=b

health fielcis, la5,*--has increased over the

iness, mediC4e/dentistrli, other

xears.

.
A

Colleger,tinances are oviously'a co ern to freshmetl al o gh hot to

quite:the same ext t.in Chapel Hill as/at other:universities. It isA
,

, interesting that concern,about finances is jut as high today .(even higher) than
/ , ../

. .

it was A 1966 despipe 'the fact that ost state and federal student,Tinancial
.

aid .programs have been implemented inte 1966, While it may be idealistic to

,g.xpect that the advent of Oassive kildent ad programs would have relieved
,*

the concern.over financing the ollege apetience, e might,have hoped to

see at least some reduction-in this-area..

On the survey forms us9O in 19701,1 19741. and 19781 freshlen.were'asked

to indicate tbeir chances

years. th.ree hav

temporarily; 2CTran er tO- a different college; 3) Be satisfied with col,legé.

For UNC-CH freshme there weevo appreciable changes over the years, but the

-percezatage sayin

f doing a number of tIin during their.cO4iege.

elected for this r,epoit:'1) i41-out of college, 4:

,
t

thpy expected to'be satisfied with college did.decline
A

somewhat from 7.3% in 1976 to .72.5% jn 1978.'Higher'percentages of UNC-CH

women seem

, than do

at all

%.r'e
o feel that they wi41, be satisfied with-their experien6es here

y6mparing the.responses Of Carolina frgshmen wibh those of freshmen
I

unive sities, one sees that oth r f en are more inclined to feel,

(--
tha theyAdll drop-out t9mporarily or that theylaill transfer to another colleg

orreOingly, frehmen feel 1 ss cer'tairi'that1 they.will be satisfied

Ar
with,(their colleges..

c
1 The data showp in Table 6'conpkqt

: yast Year and Important Objectives in

of Activiti,es Engaged in During the

ife. lhe t4ree activities presented'.
*

. 4

I. 7
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. TABLE 6

CHARACTERISTICS.OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,

19i4, J978 (Expressed in percentages)

.PNG-Cti -ALL UNIVERSI7ES
%

.ITEM
)

.. Men. _Women Total , Men WoMen Total

i f.' Activities Engaged'in,*.

4tluring Past YeArL

Smoked cikaf'Ertes

.. 0 ,

4

Vo.

1

A ..1966 . 21,1 16..2 21.4 17.9 7 J3.9 16.1
, 1970_ 14.5 i 10.D' 13.2 13,1 12.0 -. 12.5
. , ._

,

.... _1974. - .Not asked .

.
1978. , 7.7 . 7.5 12.

.

- 6.3 8.7 9e -, £.10.1
,

4 . .
,Dx.nk beer 1966' , 66.5 45.5' -61.3 64.1 42.6-'-.1 55.1'

1970A -69,3- 44.6 62.1 .67.6 45.4 58.4 f
.

1974'. Ngt asked.
- ..

,

,,

,

197g 78.7 ''., 67.3 .. .72.0 -..6.,,s 71.5 77.3
.

Attended
. A , , .

jhurch 1966 --- 66.0 73.7 - 67.9 55.4 .66.7 ,. 60.1,
.

1970 91 .7 94.0 92.4 86.2' . 90.0 87'.8

-1974 Y
,

Plot asked

A
1978 89.9,,*..% 94.7 92.7 / 84.1 89.3 % 86.6

4\
Importafit 'Objectives in Life i. . ,

.

. .i * .

Be'an authority in'my field ,
A.

.

\

1966 68.4 - 62.5. '' 67.0' ''71.4 62.5 67.7 .

1970 76.5 *71.3 75.0 7r.5' 62.3* .67.9 i

i 1974 . 69.3 . '.'. 64.8 67.1 -- 67.5 62.3 - 65.0,

1978 80.1' 180.0 . 8D.1 . 77.0 274.2 75.6
,

. Obtaimrecognition from peel-s ... ..

'- 1966 48.1 -37.8 -A.5.6 48.9 36.,7 . 43.8
1970 45.8 ., 006.1 41:1 . 45.6' -34.4 ,.1 41.0

, 1974 40.4 31.5* 35.9 43.9 35.7 's . 40.1
-1978, 56.3 51.2- 53.3 56.1 51.6.. 53.9

Be well--;off financially .

. .

1966 :" 54.2 30.9 48.5 54.3-,
.

.31.3 ", 44.7
1970'. A5.4 26.0 39.8 44.9 24.9 .. 36.6. ..,-

. J 974 ,48.4 33.4 40.8 51.7 34.6 . 43.4 :-
..

1978- 64.2 - 52.0 -- 57.0 .' 67.1 53-.-k,.
' 60:4

. ,-

ell

Help 0.thers in difficulty,

-

4.

. - . .

1966 ' ..63.1 -77.1 46.5 58.2 77.9 66.5
1970 58.8 . 70.3 - - 62.1# 57.2 73.4 63.9 .

1974 62.0 ;. 73.1 ,. 67.6 52.3 70.1 60.7
1978 67.74' 76.3 72.8 58.5 73.0

,

N
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herevere selected somewhat arbitrarily from the long list used in the

silrveys (the cpestion was not asked,in 1974). In terms Of cigarette smoking,...

one. may be pleaseq that the percentage of UNC-CH frbshmen.(and all freshmen) '

who reported ensiging in Vhis activi,ty declined noticeably from 1966 (21.4%)
.

.

., to 108 (7.7%).- Interetingly enough, considering the tobaccO tradition in
.

,

North Carolina, UNC-CH freshmen show lower percentages having smoked

c .j.garetteS in 1978 than other freshmen despite having shown.higher percentages

r-

than other freshmen in 1966.

The consumption of malt beverages (drinking beer), however, shows evi-

fice Of considerable increase over the 3 years c,overed by the surveys.) This

is true for both.sexes and for both Carolina.and aher freshmen, in particular

qave women increased in the percentage who reported havindengaged in.this

eisk

traditional student activity. .UNC-CH freshmen had higher percentages than

Other freshmendn the 1966 and 1970 surveys, but freshmen from other univer-

sities,surpassed our entering class in 1978. If Chapel Hill is indeed an area

of high bber consumptioh, as Ihe local media have reported recently,- it must

be an acquire0 trait (*and taste) rather than one that our freshmen bring,with

them.

Chu h attendance in the year preceding college has increased over 4e years

for UNC-CH freshMen and others. Our freshmen report a higher rate of attendance

than other freshmen throughout the counfry.

Four important. Objectives in Life a're shown in Table 6. "Being-an.

-authority in one's field" continues to be important to freshmen. Men aremore

likely to rate this area as'important th4n are women, and Carolina freshmen

place more importance on itithan do other freshmen. "Obtaining recognition'

'from one's peers" is gepdrally of less importance, ittis equally important to

our freshmen and to others..,bincp again, men place more importance on this

.

6



. objective than\do women.

16

"Being well-off financially" has become, more important over the years

.altho ore sq to other freshmen than to UNC-CH freshMen. Men place mge

import 13n thin objective than do w9men. Finally, "Helping others
-

difficulty" confinues to rank high in importance,for all freshmen. Women

.

.

place more importance on
/
this objective than men, and Carolina freshmen in

.'

general place more importance on it than do other freshmen. Somehow it .is
.

I

1 J . .
- \.

reassuring to know that nearly three-quarters of otar-entering freshman ,c1

consider helping 4hers an important objective in life..

The.concluding area cover& in.this report is shown injable.7 and,deals

with five social issues to Which freshmen were asked to express their agree-

ment (the question was not asked in 966 and certain issues wer omitted in
4

1974)0 Briefly the findings are as fo lows: )-

. 1. Marijuana should be legalized: There was little chang over the
years for UNC-CH freshMeni but there was a. slight i ease in
agreement among freshmen at all universities. Mbre men are in
agreement than women'.

1

2. LegaliZe abort.ons: There 'has been a rather dra
agreement from 1970 to 1978 among both women and men.

c decline in

3. Abplish capital.punishment:lcdrastic decline from 1970 to
.1978 was also indicated here in the'percentage of .freshmen expreseing
agreement.

4. Married Women should stay hom6: While the wording of this (end the
-following) statement has changed slightly from,bne survey to tile next,
the basic, idea remains the same. The percentage of freshMen agreeing
has declined noticeably oVer the years with women agreeing less than
men.

/5. Women-should-receive the same
, statement .11as .b(Nan high every

.3 survey. In 1978 for Carolina
97:5 percent of the women agr

Conclusion
A

The temptation

the data which are

opportunities: Agreement with-this ,

year that it.has been included in the
.feeshmen 90.9.percent of the' men and
eed.

is strong,.in reports- such as. this, to trST to interpret

presented. To.some extenf this temptation has-.prevailed as

20
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TABLE '7

CHARACTERISTICS OF ENTERING FRESHMEN 1966, 1970,

. 1974, 1978 (Expressed in percentages)

/'414

4ITEM Men
4

Agree Strongly or Somewhat
.(Question hot asked,ip 1966)

UNC -CH
,

. Women Total. .Men

ALL UNIVERSITIES

MarijuSha shbuld be legalized
.

Women Tptal

,

.1970 -- 49.7 44.0 48.1 47.7 43.1
1974 v 47.4 38.6 42.9 49.7' 44.4
1978 48.2 41.8 ' 44.4 - 54.5 - 59.2

-
:

Lvgalizetabortions

k 1970 93.0 94.0.
4 1974

. V 1978 64.8 69.0

Abolish cipital
punishme04

1970
?

6.2.8

,

73.6'
1974 ,

1978, '.26.6 36.2

1

45.5-
, 47.2

. 52.4-

. 93.3 89.8 482 89.1
, Not asked ,

67.3, -, 60.8 .62.4 .61.,6

.
'65.9

.

32.3

Married women should
'Stay hpme

1970 ' 51.2 - ", 42.8
: 1974. 26.4 12.9 , 19.6

. 1978 28.7 15.7 21.1

Women receive same
opportunities .

,

.
.

1970
_

J3i.2 92.2 P 85.1
1 1974 93.4 . 97.0 95.2

1978 90.9 97.5 - 94.8
4.

..

: 57.7
Not asked

65.4

.4

.

-27.6 39.0

50.4 28.2 a'

33.8 - 14.5-

29.4 14.8

80.1 90.7
90.1 .96.2
91.0 97.8

Note:

Response rates tor UNC-CH freshmen for the four sgrveys are:

1966 78.3%
1970 88-:9%

1974, 79.8%
1978 91.4% \

a

61.0
,..

33.1

41.2

22.3

84.5
93.0,
94.3
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numerous copuuents throughout the report demonstrate. Nevertheless, the

intent was to present the data for information purposes and'to refrain

° (for the most.part) from offering subjective, personal feelings about the
//

tandings.
1

18,

The thirteen years of entering freshmen classes covered by this report

and the CIAP surveys shoW some unmistakable changes in Carolina freshmen.
,

They get.better grades in high school and are ranked higher, but NEW4 have

lower SAT scores. Their parents are better educated 4nd family incomes are

higher;.yet, they are sill concerned about college' expenses. Their objectives

. in life have remained much- t..he same and reflect a bond of altruism and

pragmatism. They are more likely to be.women these days,.but they continue

to be concenfrated in the age:group which enters college "fresh" from high

school. Their polibrical drien.tations and feelings about social iSsues seem

'to parallel general trends'evident throughout society. Theycontinue to plan

for graduate or profeisional'education, atld they dream of entering the same

occupations after college asthey did more than a decade ago.- They drink more,

smoke less, and go to church about the same. ,All in all, the ffgures reflect a

remarkable degree of stabilitty and consistency over the. years despite the

numberof changes which,are.apparerit.

In terms of.the usefulness of this information to The University cOmpunity,

several points can be made. %First, the data demonstrate that The University

continues to attract able, m6fivated students.who expect tc; be satisfied with
te

their experiences here. As a corollary to this, we also seem to graduate

. students Who are quite satisfied with their.experiences as reflected in our

surveys of graduates (for example.see "Survey of Hay 1977 Grhduates of The

Universty of North-Carolina at Chapel Hill", Office of Tnstitutional

Researph, April 1978).

i



Secon0, this report suggests that The Univers4y is not attActing:

noticeably different types.of studentsdespite the increase in women and.

minority students. If increastd'diversity among the student population is

a goal of The University, this finding may be evidence of a failure to/attain
.

Ahat goal.

t" Third, the whole realm of information contained in the CIRP surveys

,

suggests. Aumber of avenues for additional research to be done by The

Univer'Sity. Weiknow with some certainty how our freshmen have changed over

the years and we have.a general idea of how our graduateS haye fared over the.

years, yet, we do not really know what changes'(i any) occur in our freshmen
'r
tA, 4,k

as they progress toward graduation. It may be time for us to utilize the
/

A
capabilities of the CIRP data by following up on one or more of the freshmen

'. /classes as they prepa'relto leave or socin after they haVq left Chapel Hill.

Do their political oriedtations, important objectiv7 in .1.fe, Or feelings on

\
4 social issues change during college? Research is availablp from other campuses-

. .1

A

st

and nationally (for exaMple, Four Critical Years by Astin, 1978), but what_,

.about Carolina freshmen?


